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1. 


Re: Philip Morris Incorporated 

Canadian Patent Appln. 832,5>9lt 
File £82^338 


We have been advised of the issuance of a first Official 


Action in this case, copy attached. 


2. We are pleased to see that no art has been cited against 
the oresent application. 

3. With respect to the formal objection to claims U-6, this 
will be dealt with by revising these claims so as to make them appendant 
only to claim 1, 

h. We will take care of the formal objection, raised in connec¬ 

tion. with the drawings, 

5>. As for the proposed revision of the title, this appears to 

be acceptable. However, we would appreciate receiving your confirming 
comments on this point. 

6, In the last oaragraph of the Action, the Examiner is calling 
for the usual information regarding the corresponding U. S. application. 
Will you therefore provide us with the specific references which have 
been cited against the U* S, application including the arguments used to 
overcome said references. In addition, if claims have been allowed in 
the U. S, case, please advise us of the form of such claims and in 
addition, if the IT, S. application was involved in an interference 
proceeding, please advise us of the outcome of the interference. 

7. As the final term for filing a reply will expire on Nove mber . 
28, 1962, please let us have your instructions at your earliest' cbn^ 
"venlence, 

Very truly yours, 

LANGNER PARRY CARD & LANGNER ‘ 


MJWsrb" 

Enc, 

P.S, (over) 



W: 


•^Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.e||u/docs/tklj0000 
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June 26, 1962 


P.S, In our reply, we propose to revise claims 2, 3 and 8 along 

1 the lines indicated in Mr. Vogt's letter of September 19, 

1961 . 


^Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.^b/docs/tkljOOOO 
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